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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is responsive to amendment filed on 04/25/06. 

Response to Amendment 

The examiner has acknowledged the amended claims 1,18, 33, 36, 38, 48, and 
the cancellation of claims 7, 10 - 17, 22, 26 - 32. 42 - 47. and 49. 

Response to Applicant's Declaration filed Under 37 C.F.R. 1.131 
1 . The Declaration filed on 04/25/2006 under 37 CFR 1 .131 has been considered 
but is ineffective to overcome the 35 U.S.C. 102 (e) and 103(a) rejections using 
Hendriks (U.S. Patent Application 2002/0087621) reference. 

Diligence/Conception 

The evidence submitted is sufficient to establish diligence from a date prior to the 
date of reduction to practice of the Hendricks reference to either a constructive 
reduction to practice or an actual reduction to practice. However, such evidence is 
insufficient to establish a conception of the invention prior to the effective date of the 
Hendricks reference. While conception is the mental part of the inventive act, it must be 
capable of proof, such as by demonstrative evidence or by a complete disclosure to 
another. Conception is more than a vague idea of how to solve a problem. The 
requisite means themselves and their interaction must also be comprehended. See 
Mergenthalerv. Scudder, 1897 CD. 724, 81 O.G. 1417 (D.C. Cir. 1897). 
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In submission of an affidavit or declaration Applicant must remember that such 
affidavit or declaration must clearly state FACTS and produce such documentary 
evidence and exhibits in support thereof as are available to show conception and 
completion of invention in this country or in a NAFTA or WTO member country (MPEP 
§ 715.07(c)), at least the conception being at a date prior to the effective date of the 
reference. As stated within, 37 CFR 1.131(b) provides three ways in which an applicant 
can establish prior Invention of the claimed subject matter. The showing of facts must 
be sufficient to show: (A) reduction to practice of the invention prior to the effective date 
of the reference; or (B) conception of the invention prior to the effective date of the 
reference coupled with due diligence from prior to the reference date to a subsequent 
(actual) reduction to practice; or (C) conception of the invention prior to the effective 
date of the reference coupled with due diligence from prior to the reference date to the 
filing date of the application (constructive reduction to practice). 

After further analysis of the submitted documentation, Applicant has not shown a 
complete disclosure of the invention in Exhibit C. In fact, Applicant has presented an 
image of a screen shot which does not show enough evidence as to the conception of 
the invention. 

Therefore, the rejection is sustained and maintained as follows: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1 - 6, 18 -21. and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Alexander James Hendriks (US 2002/0087621; hereinafter Hendriks). 

Regarding claims 1 - 2, 4, 18, and 48, Hendriks teaches a client computer 
system, a memory medium, and a method for connection to a server computer system 
via a network (fig. 1), the client computer system comprising a processor; a memory 
coupled to the processor (paragraph [0018]); wherein the processor of the client 
computer system is operable to execute program instructions stored in the memory to 
receive user input from a user specifying bookmark information, wherein the bookmark 
information specifies a uniform resource locator (URL) (paragraph [0022]); determine 
whether the user wants to store the bookmark information locally or remotely 
(paragraph [0026], lines 4 - 7); store the bookmark information locally if the user wants 
to store the bookmark information locally (paragraph [0026], lines 8-12); and if the user 
wants to store the bookmark information remotely: receive user authentication 
information from the user; communicate with the server computer system to 
authenticate the user for storing the bookmark information to the sen/er, using the user 
authentication information (paragraph [0026], lines 12-21); send the bookmark 
information for storage in association with the user by the server computer system 
(paragraph [0026], lines 21 - 25). 
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Regarding claim 3, Hendril<s teaches the client computer system of claim 1 , 
wherein the processor of the client computer system is further operable to execute 
program instructions stored in the memory to retrieve the bookmark information from the 
server computer system, subsequently to said sending the bookmark information to the 
server computer system (paragraph [0027], lines 1-13). 

Regarding claim 5, Hendriks teaches the client computer system and method of 
claim 1 , wherein the software application executing in the client computer system is 
operable to enable a user to access the retrieved bookmark information via a graphical 
user interface of the software application (paragraph [0021], lines 1 - 8). 

Regarding claims 6 and 21 Hendriks teaches the client computer system and 
method of claims 1 and 20, wherein said enabling the user to access the bookmark 
information via a graphical user interface comprises enabling the user to access the 
bookmark information via a menu (paragraph [0021], lines 1 - 8). 

Regarding claims 19 and 20, Hendriks teaches the client computer system of 
claim 18, wherein said receiving the user input specifying the bookmark information and 
said sending the bookmark information for storage by the server computer system are 
performed by a first computer system, the method further comprising a second 
computer system retrieving the bookmark information from the server computer system 
(paragraph [0021], lines 8-18). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
Invention was made to a person having ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 8 - 9, 23 - 25, and 50 - 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Alexander James Hendriks (US 2002/0087621 ; hereinafter Hendriks) 
in view of De Greet et al (US 6,549,217; hereinafter De Greef). 

Regarding claims 8 - 9, 23 - 25, and 50 - 51 , Hendriks teaches substantially all 
the limitations in claims 1, 10, 18, and 48, but fails to specifically teach that said 
communicating with the server computer system to authenticate the user is performed 
using the Lightweight Directory Access Protocol; and wherein said sending the 
bookmark information for storage by the server computer system is performed using the 
Lightweight Directory Access Protocol (LDAP) (LDAP). 

However, De Greef teaches, in the same field of endeavor, a system and method 
for computer system management using bookmarks, wherein said communicating with 
the server computer system to authenticate the user is performed using the Lightweight 
Directory Access Protocol; and wherein said sending the bookmark information for 
storage by the server computer system is performed using the Lightweight Directory 
Access Protocol (LDAP) (LDAP) (col. 16, lines 32 - 47). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Hendriks by using a Lightweight 
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Directory Access Protocol (LDAP) (LDAP) to allow communication with the server 
computer system to authenticate the user, and to send the bookmark information for 
storage by the server computer as evidenced by De Greef for the purpose of accessing 
by a simple reference user's bookmarks anywhere that the directory server can be 
accessed, thereby providing a convenient and user friendly bookmarking system. 

Regarding claim 25, Hendriks teaches substantially all the limitations in claim 18, 
but fails to specifically teach that in storing the bookmark information, the server 
computer system is operable to add the bookmark infomnation to existing bookmark 
information that is already stored for the user. 

However, De Greef teaches, in the same field of endeavor, a system and method 
for computer system management using bookmarks, wherein in storing the bookmark 
information, the server computer system is operable to add the bookmark information to 
existing bookmark information that is already stored for the user (col. 7, lines 12 - 34). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Hendriks by incorporating a server 
computer system that is operable to add the bookmark information to existing bookmark 
information that is already stored for the user as evidenced by De Greef for the purpose 
of providing a convenient and user friendly bookmarking system 

Claims 33 - 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Alexander James Hendriks (US 2002/0087621 ; hereinafter Hendriks) in view of 
Mendelevitch et al (EP 1 030247 A2; hereinafter Mendelevitch). 
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Regarding claims 33 - 41 . Hendriks teacfies a method for sharing bookmark 
information among different computer systems (fig. 1), the method comprising a first 
computer system receiving user input specifying bookmark information), wherein the 
bookmark information specifies a uniform resource locator (URL)(coL 3, lines 8 - 15 and 
lines 64 - 66); the first computer system communicating with a server computer system 
in order to store the bookmark information on the server computer system (col, 3, lines 
1 5 - 30 and col. 3. line 66 through col. 4, line 2). 

Hendriks teaches substantially all the limitations, but fails to specifically teach a 
second computer system communicating with the server computer system in order to 
retrieve the stored bookmark information; and receiving information from a first 
computer that specifies a particular user and stores the bookmark information in 
association with the particular user, and a request for the bookmark information from the 
second client computer system that specifies the same particular user. 

However, Mendelevitch et al (EP 1030247 A2) teaches, in the same field of 
endeavor, a system and method for sharing bookmark information, which discloses a 
second computer system communicating with the server computer system in order to 
retrieve the stored bookmark information; and receiving information from a first 
computer that specifies a particular user and stores the bookmark information in 
association with the particular user, and a request for the bookmark information from the 
second client computer system that specifies the same particular user (paragraph. 
0005, 0026 - 0028, and 0031 - 0035). 
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Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill In the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Hendrlks's device by incorporating a second computer 
system communicating with the server computer system In order to retrieve the stored 
bookmark information; and receiving Information from a first computer that specifies a 
particular user and stores the bookmark information in association with the particular 
user, and a request for the bookmark Information from the second client computer 
system that specifies the same particular user as evidenced by Mendelevitch et al (EP 
1030247 A2) for the purpose of avoiding transmission delays for the bookmark 
Information, especially when available bandwidth between cllent(s) and server is low 
during periods of peak usage; thereby providing an efficient and reliable client/server 
system. 

Conclusion 

2. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant Is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply Is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Contact Information 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yves Dalencourt whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3998. The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH 7:30AM - 6: 00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571 ) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infonnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Infomnation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
IDublished applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infonnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

p6ies D^ncourt 

^y 20. 2006 



